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Mr. Kerb Brubaker 
libC her/s 

33L ficbraska ^vo* , i/W 
Washington* D.C. 

Boar Herb* 

Missed “First Tuuadcy" this weak because ay vifo falx, mquirxnt; a trip to Via 
hospital fro.'u whieh wc didn't rctuKi until 11 p.ra. 1 understand there was a sequence 
with Congrers-vtn Rooney ou the ViS. in union iva saiu iso nad com the ilil dos-der on 
^4*n itei-tln Luther ^-ing, «Jr. i'd appr-ioxato a trail: -.crip toi his nerjaent if you cun 
Cot it for *o» Thin in the first public ooni'oouioi of wliat 1 report in x’lthiiE-Ui', 
t!int the FBI did flash -this on the ffiLlU I'd like to have it for ay Tiles. 

Perhnpn you Iwvo noticed what I regard as a cajupai^n against no anti this book 
by the ■ vw fork Tines, Axtho’x^h it sceaa pretty clear t.mc deopi to tlio noblo public 
statements xlJSC in not likely to air any o this, I fill you in. 



Tlio ruvL s#w was auaignod to one wo an iwiulan, who just happens to have u book 
on pot to prone to. This is the second rsoont otua in ..hioh tv. 3undcy Tines Book 
Revisw lias assigned a rovim to a bitter eaasff a nd a partisan. Kaplan has boon a blind, 
unthinking and unknowing partisan of tho Warren Import -.dthout really knowing what it aayu. 
'tflint omargod is not in any sense a review, is a video. attack ou .w, owl th.. -orient of 
the book ro.naina a secret to the reader, in aati-fan of thu radical right scat ao.an 
advance coe*i. Boioro olieciiixwv my own xilea, lor i knew X had bad a hassle with Kaplan 
in early lyb'/ Uie bliaked-jwver answering the challenge following a sidlnr 'Hot putable 
thing in The -uaerxean bclmlar), I was sstound d that the Tinas would nwV-Q auoh an* 
asid^naent or thax he would accept it* 

be co-auuaorecl Tho Trial of Jack mby, which anyr, what 1 prove about the atvrrsaiy 
systom of ju .tica in these sensational crlmaa (and co; tparing the Tj^iea' 1965 story with 
ny b ook ia inioruatlve, for it shows the bias agpinst ae as few tilings can). In it his 
ayooiihancy is unhiduoa. he is all for the Warren Report, which ha quotes inaccurately. 

When x first saw this wo hod had no dispute and 1 wrote offering to provide corrections, 
•tfevar anewerod, but neither unfriendliness nor unkintnoca on ny part. 

Tho background that should have disqualified htn includes having boon law dark for 
xoin Clark, whose son w>us Attorney Geneva! during the period, covered by FUAiE-UP, service 
in the Onniaal i>i vision, which din the dirty-work otnr which I *ued and which I report, 
other DJ eoployncnt os a U.S. at omey and, what I didn't discover until a British 
correspondent saw his “review", work for tho Ubflkh, for wh.ch he did a scholarly .Juoti- 
fioation on tho Angela Davis cane* 

I wrote John Loonor^, tin. auctions edi tor* Iik ledintoly* I arik^Ki this oon'^rpondent 
Uo solid Loonaru that U5 Ia tiling and ho say3 he did. A young can who have road, the bock 
ana tiion saw tho '’review' 1 phoned l&onexri also immediately, was told ho had just read the 
lottar I had 3unt* and that sGLxahov Leonard had to make this good* that he had had no 
knowledge of Kaplan* s background. 

linking thia good conaistod la ignoring ny 1^ fetor and printing one* under the title 
of ay first book* VHEEEK&lH* fron Geoffrey Wolff that a n© a liar but is false* 
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